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In recent years, we have observed that there have been debates in which 
one side, who would not allow any disagreement, labeled the other side to 
be kuffar. Thus every time there was any talk of the subject, debate either 
ended in takfir or in great fitnah. This same chronic disease is exactly what 
the Khawaarij suffered from. If any time of difference arose regarding a 
principle, rather than observing the proper manners, they immediately class 
that person as a kaafir. We would like to present the proper way of debate 
and disagreement according to the principles of Ahl us-Sunna walJama ah. 
The disagreement that we have chosen shall be the debate that occurred 
between Imaam al Allamah Muhammad ibn Idris ash-Shaafi ii and the 
Imaam of Ahl us-Sunna walJama ah, Ahmad ibn Hanbal 


The debate centered around the judgement pending on the person that has 
left the prayer in totality. This is one of history’s great debates. In the 
debate, Inaam Ahmad took the hadith narrated in his Musnad from the 
Prophet r that, “Whoever leaves the prayer is a kaafir.” Imaam Ahmad also 
quoted a similar hadith in which The Prophet stated, “Whoever leaves the 
prayer, he is a mushrik (pagan).” This is what led him to the conclusion that 
the person who leaves the prayer in totality is a kaafir. In answer to Anmad 
ibn Hanbal Imaam Muhammad ibn Idris ash-Shaafi' said that if he is a 
kaafir, how does he come back to Islam? 


Imaam Ahmad said that he should retake his shahaadah 
(testimony of faith for a Muslim). Imaam Shaafi ii pointed out 
that the person already pronouncing the shahaada and he 
never denied, which means that he is therefore still a Muslim. 
Once the debate ended, Imaam Ahmad stayed convinced and 
steadfast on his opinion and Shaafi ii on his. 


We Learn from this Debate 


Ist Lesson 


The presentation of the strongest evidence is what takes 

precedence when it comes to matching the reality of the 

truth. The strongest evidence should always be followed, 

irrespective of the personality in question. Imaam Ahmad 

had the strongest evidence in this regard; therefore his 
ruling is the closest to the truth of the matter. 


2nd Lesson 


Even though they disagreed and their disagreement was 
in such a serious matter, never once did Ahmad say that 
because Shaafi ii disagre with his evidence that he was 
kaafir. Neither did Shaafi ii say that Anmad was a kaafir 
for disagreeing with the evidences that he put forward. 





Why is this so important? This is precisely the issue that 
we are faced with by some today, that when you 
disagree with them in a matter, they go to misusing 
verses from the Qur'an. It may be that they have some 
evidence, even though it is general. If you then disagree 
with the evidence that the person is quoting, they class 
you as kaafir. 


3rd Lesson 


Imaam Shaafi ii didn’t call Imaam ibn Hanbal Khawaarij 
because he insisted on his takfir. 


Neither did Ahmad label Shaafi ii Murja Or say that 
because you didn't call a kaafir a kaafir, then you’re a 
kaafir. 


We can learn a great lesson from the wisdom exercised in 
this debate. This is because the takfir that was being 
applied was the takfir of ijtihaad of a person. The hukm is 
general but the conclusion and ijtihaad could vary from 
person to person due to the conditions and the evidence in 
front of the one applying the judgement. 


4th Lesson 


The takfir of ijtihaad had been looked at by both of them. 
However, Imaam Shaafi ii did not feel that the verdict listed 
in the Qur’an fit the person who left the prayer, where 
Imaam Ahmad felt that it most certainly did. This here 
shows that two people may disagree in the takfir of ijtihaad, 
but that does not mean that some one must be Murji’a, 
Khawaarij, deviant or kaafir due to the disagreement. It 
simply means that someone either doesn’t have enough 
evidence to come to the same ruling as the other. Or it may 
be the case that one person has more knowledge than the 
other in a particular matter, which causes him to Insist on a 
particular ruling. This was the case with Imaam Ahmad 
,who had the most evidence and understood the reality 


aq 





the teacher of Imaam ibn Hanbal 


Sth Lesson 


Very Important 


Disagreement in an area under debate should not cause people to 
accuse others of being Murji’a, Khawaarij or kuffar, for the principles 
being executed are the way of Ahl us-Sunna when it comes to 
derivation of evidence. Thus someone who is using a general ayah has 
no right to exclude someone who disputes with him from the religion 
of Islam just because of what he THINKS is kufr. No! This is the way of 
the Khawaarij. Ahl us-Sunna waljama_ ah, when it comes to the ways 
of takfir alMu ` ayyin and the takfir of ijtihaad, looks at all evidence, 
and if there is a difference, then it is examined. That which is the most 
correct is implemented. However, in the takfir of an-Nass, they will 
never disagree, as the text is clear on that Jews and Christians are 
kuffar, Abu Lahab is a kaafir and so on. There is no ijtihaad in this area 
and difference of opinion is not allowed when Allah | has stated 
Someone by name and explicitly in the Qur'an to be a kaafir. Ahl us- 
Sunna waljama ah would never differ in this area. 


[Refer To Post "Third Nullifier of Islam & Chain Takfir"] 


COMPILER NOTE: 


Read My Post "Manat Of Kufr For Third Nullifier Of Islam" & "Third 
Nullifier & Chain Takfir" for Daleel 


Read Clarifying Matters Of Methodology By At Publication to 
Understand the Levels in More Detail 


Read My Posts "Najadiya vs Hazimiyah" "Salaf Vs Hazimiya" & "Salaf 
Of Ghulah" To Understand The way Of Predecessor & How far 
Ghulah is From Them 


Watch Sheikh Malik Tamimi Explaination of Third Nullifier 
Watch Silsila IImiyah Six Episodes 


(lon Malik Al-Athari) 
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